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April 18, 2000

TheHonorableJanetReno
AttorneyGeneral
UnitedStatesDepartmentofJustice
Washington,D.C. 20530

Re: FBI Interview Summaryof RepresentativeGeraldSolomon

DearGeneralReno:

I amwriting regardingthereleaseby theJusticeDepartmentof informationfrom
theFBI interview summaryof RepresentativeGeraldSolomon. As you mayrecall, when
JohnHuangtestifiedat theCommittee’shearingin December1999,hegavean opening
statementthatreferredextensivelyto Rep. Solomon’sFBI interview. During that
hearing,at therequestof RepresentativeWaxman,I madean oral requestfor the
interviewsummary. Thesummarywasprovidedto theCommitteein lessthan twenty-
four hours,andwasdiscussedat thehearing.TheJusticeDepartment’shandlingof this
matterhasraisedseriousquestionsabouttheDepartment’sincreasingpoliticization,as
well ofthejudgmentof theattorneyson yourCampaignFinancingTaskForce.

In his openingstatementat theCommitteehearingon December15, 1999, John
Huangmadethefollowing statement:

Peopleseekingpublicity have lied aboutme repeatedlyin the pressand
evenbeforethis Committeewithout consequence.For example,aformer
Member of this body, Mr. Solomon, in attacking the Administration,
accusedmeof economicespionageon the basisof what I amadvisedwas
an anonymoussourceata cocktailparty, with whom, it turnedout, did not
even mention my name or do anything other than perpetuatea rumor
againstan unidentifiedAsian-American,a rumorwhich Mr. Solomonwas
only too eagerto embraceandcapitalizeupon.

It struck measstrangethatMr. Huangknew whatRepresentativeSolomonhad
told the FBI beforetheCommitteehadeverreceivedandmadepublic Rep. Solomon’s
statement.Accordingly,I askedMr. Huanghow he hadlearnedwhat Rep. Solomonhad
told theDepartment.Mr. Huangtestifiedthat he wastold aboutRep. Solomon’s
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statementby his attorneys.I thenaskedTy Cobb, Mr. Huang’sattorney,how hehad
learnedwhat Rep.Solomonhadtold theFBI. Mr. Cobbstatedthat attorneyson the
CampaignFinancingTaskForcehadtoldhim what Rep. Solomonhad told the
Departmentwhenhe wasinterviewed.

I wastroubledto learnthat a lawyeron the CampaignFinancingTaskForce
would sharethedetailsof Rep.Solomon’sstatementwith JohnHuang’sattorneys.It
would be understandablefor theJusticeDepartmentto askMr. Huangto confirmordeny
theaccusationsmadeby Rep. Solomon. Similarly, it wouldbeunderstandableto
questionMr. Huangaboutaspecific factor allegation. Thereis no justification,
however,for a JusticeDepartmentattorneyto sharethedetailsof awitness’ statement
with thetargetof an investigation. This disclosureby the CampaignFinancingTask
Forcecouldhaveno legitimateinvestigativepurpose,andseemedto bedesignedonly to
give Mr. Huanga sympatheticanecdotefor his openingstatement.If my conclusionis
accurate,it would representa newlow in thepoliticizationof yourJusticeDepartment.
However,I amhopefulthatyou canclarify any misconceptionsthatI haveby providing
to theCommitteethenameof theJusticeDepartmentlawyerwho providedthis
informationto Mr. Huang’sattorney,aswell ashis justification for doing so.

Thereis asecondaspectof theDepartment’shandlingof Rep. Solomon’s
interviewsummarythat is equallytroubling. SeveraldaysbeforetheHuanghearings
began,lawyers from theDepartmentandtheFBI hadalengthymeetingwith Committee
staffabouttheDepartment’srefusalto produceFBI interview summariesto the
Committee. Duringthecourseof thatmeeting,yourstaffarguedthat FBI interview
summarieswerevery sensitive,andthat thereleaseof thosesummarieswould adversely
impactJusticeDepartmentinvestigationsby harmingthereputationsof thesubjectsof
thoseinterviews,andby chilling individualsfrom giving interviewsto theDepartment.I
respecttheargumentsmadeby theDepartment,andI took themat facevalue. In fact, I
withdrewanumberof requeststhat I had previouslymadefor FBI interview summaries.

You can understandmy shockthen,whenI first leamedthat yourCampaign
FinancingTaskForcehaddiscloseddetailsof Rep.Solomon’sinterviewto an individual
who hadbeenindictedby theJusticeDepartment.Justas troubling, though,wasthe
readinessoftheDepartmentto releasepublicly Rep.Solomon’sinterviewsummary. On
December15, whenaskedby Rep.Waxman,I indicatedthat I would requestthe
Solomoninterview from theDepartment.Thefollowing day,beforeI had evenmadea
formalrequestto the JusticeDepartment,a Departmentstafferappearedat theCommittee
officeswith a copyof theSolomoninterview in hand,despitethefact I had not even
formally requestedit. I thenmadean oral requestfor the interview, andit wasprovided
to theCommitteeimmediately.

Therehavebeencountlessepisodeswhensimpledocumentrequeststo theJustice
Departmenthavewaitedfor weekswhile thedocumentswereBates-numbered,reviewed
by multiple layersof bureaucracy,or awaiteddelivery. Justlastweek,my staffhad
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extensivediscussionswith yourstaffaboutthe largenumberofresponsivedocuments
that still havenot beenprovidedto theCommitteepursuantto its subpoenas.For
example,on March 22, 2000,I subpoenaedanumberof FBI interviewsummaries,yet,
threeweekslater, wehavenot receivedevenoneresponsiveinterviewsummary. In
contrastto theseconsistentdelays,theSolomoninterview wasproducedto the
Committeewith remarkablespeed. Indeed,it took lessthanoneday — which is the
fastestdocumentproductionfrom theJusticeDepartmentof which I amaware. As with
somanyothercases,it appearsthat theDepartment’spositionsaredictatedmoreby
political expediencythanlegalprinciplesor any desireto comply with lawful subpoenas.
In thiscase,it appearsthat you andyourstaffcastasideany principledobjectionsthat
you hadto releasingFBI interviewsummariessothat youcouldattemptto tamishthe
reputationof awidely respectedformerMemberof Congress.

My observationsregardingyourtreatmentof FBI 302interviewsummariesare
alsopertinentto your~‘policies”regardingthetestimonyof JusticeDepartmentline
attorneys.While I will write morefully on this subjectat a latertime, I amconcerned
that you appearto haveembracedapolitically biasedstandard.On onehand,you permit
line attorneysto testifywhenit is politically beneficial,asin theWaco,RockyFlats, and
PeterLeecases.On theotherhand,you havepreventedthemfrom testifyingwhentheir
knowledgeis politically embarrassing;as:inmatterspertainingto thecampaignfinance
investigation. With this in mind, I requestthat you re-evaluateyourdecisionto prevent
theCommitteefrom interviewingJusticeDepartmentlawyersinvolved in theWhite
Housee-mailmatter.

I havewritten to you anumberof times aboutthegrowingpoliticization of the
JusticeDepartment. I pointedout severalweeksagothat you refusedto providethe
FreehandLa Bellamemosto Congress,buthavetoleratedselectiveleaksof those
memosto the press.Your promptreleaseof theSolomon302 seemsto serveasanother
exampleof JusticeDepartmentpoliticization. You soughtto avoidprovidingtheFBI
interviewsummariesfor thePresident,VicePresident,andotheradministrationofficials
whentheir contentswereembarrassingfor you and yourparty. You havetakenweeksto
produceotherinterviewsummarieswhenI subpoenaedthem. However,whenan FBI
interviewsummarycontainedafew morselsof informationthatservedyourpolitical
interests,aswell asthoseof theClinton Administration,theDNC, andJohnHuang,you
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servedthemup in lessthantwenty-fourhours. This caseappearsto be anotherexample
of how you havesubvertedtheJusticeDepartment’sintereststo thepolitical interestsof
this Administration,and theDemocraticParty.

incerely,

Dan Burton
Chairman

cc: TheHonorableHenryA. Waxman,RankingMinority Member
LarryParkinson,Esq.,GeneralCounsel,FederalBureauof Investigation
Craig Iscoe,Esq..Office of theDeputyAttorneyGeneral


